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After receiving a Supplemental Office Action, Applicants' attorney had an interview with 
the Examiner. During this interview, Applicants' attorney argued that the art of record does not 
provide the basis for a proper obviousness rejection for several reasons, including the fact that 
the cited art does not relate in any way to a testimonial proceeding. While the Examiner did not 
disagree that the art of record does not relate to testimonial proceedings, per the Examiner's 
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request, Applicants amended their claims to further define that a testimonial proceeding relates to 
a proceeding in which a court reporter is present, such as a deposition or court proceeding. 

The Examiner responded to Applicants' submission by noting that the amendments raised 
new issues that would require an additional search. As such, Applicants reiterate their previous 
amendments and respectfully request continued examination of the present application to allow 
the Examiner the opportunity to conduct a detailed search. 



